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Creasury Department, 
BUREAU OF THE MINT. 


Washington, DB. E, _Samwary 17 , 189 9, 


Hon. Daniel M. Fox, 
Superintendent U. S. Mint, 


Philadelphia. 
Sir: 


Replying to yours of the 16th of January, I may ~ — 


general that any dies returned to you not defaced so that they 
cannot be again used as dies, should be further defaced by you. 
I understand the term "destroy", or destruction, to be defacement 
to the extent of preventing further use as dies. 

This also answers your letter of January 9th. 

I believe that the Regulations are sufficiently explicit on 
all points as to the treatment of returned dies. 


Respectfully yours, 
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NARA RG104, Entry 1, Box 155 


[Abstract:] ...says that Dies returned not defaced... 


Treasury Department, 
Bureau of the Mint, 
Washington, D.C., 
January 17, 1889 


Hon. Daniel M. Fox, 
Superintendent U.S. Mint, 
Philadelphia. 


Sir: 


Replying to yours of the 16th of January, I may say in general that any dies returned to 
you not defaced so that they cannot be again used as dies, should be further defaced by you. I 
understand the term “destroy”, or destruction, to be defacement to the extent of preventing 
further use as dies. 


This also answers you letter of January 9th. 


I believe that the Regulations are sufficiently explicit on all points as to the treatment of 
returned dies. 


Respectfully yours, 
James P. Kimball 
Director of the Mint. 


